XXVI 


fhA£e~ 

Posner 1 s text ends with more supposedly JFK assassination chapters* The first 


V 


two are his interrelated criticisms of all who have written other than he now does 
a.>out the ssassinatio;. and its investigations. Uhat his subtitles, "T^e Warren Com- 
mision and the Conspiracy Buffs'* has as its title/ the quotation, "'A Religious Event*!*" 

ii i * 11 / ^ 

/'Black is ^hite, and White Is Black^/is liis cliapter on, its subtitle, -A Jim Garrison 
Fiasco' ♦" i Garrison was fond of referring to Alice in VliMerland. final copter, 
again a quotation, as he is predisposed to do with his cliapter titles, is "What Happened 
to the 1 ruth , ? n The subitlte is "T^^H^use Select Committee and the Latest Developments" 
are Posner's substitution for a chapter of conclusions* But there is an immediate and 
by now what should be an obvious answer to hisT^T" questions, "What happened to the 
Truth?" It is tliat Posner and those like him happened to the|/ruth, as they did from 
the outset and as he does in his book and in all the considerable attention to it* 

h 

Aside from to Posner's dishonesty to which in varying degrees all his chaters are 

monuments, and to his ignorance of the established facts of the ssassination and its 

investigations, these chapters are excellent illustrations of his ignorance of these 

J fa Wrt}* j/ 

well-cknown facts and i&r his venom* dHflacks the( poison it could have held f rom his ig- 
norance and because, inherently, one cannot elevate liimself by^e4*i<yfeg others* Posner, 
pathetic with an unjustifiec^self -concept, does not succeed in making more of him- 
self than tho iVorm he is except to those who lack knowledge and who accept his ig- 
norance^ stupidities and lies at £*ce valued fa** 

Ho uiatter how much of how often a worm may J¥ dream of wings, a worm remains a worm* 

Ho matter how much Posner may believe he lowers others with his criticisms of them, 
his book rem a i n s for^if no more iha history's recordjftnat^he is a callous commercial! zer 
and exploiter of the tragecdy of the assassination* It his monument to hi 3 own dishonesties, 
greater by far than those of any others writing on any side in this field* 

^•hat he is so indifferent to his own ignorance while riticizing other for it and 
for other offenses, many real, many imaginedVis his o'./n description of the kind of 
person and the kind of v, Titer he is. 


There is nothing that ^Posner can N $rite /) about Garrisons morals, ethics^ honesty 
or decency that can make his own superior to them in any way* ^n fact they are not and 


because of" 


yhis lofty prrrfcease of his higher role, forgetting the 


biblical v/idom, judge not let lest ye be judged, he invites judgement of himself* 

Insensititive to this and to the certainty that he would be inviting it, he was 
indifferent to what could and would be recorded about himself and his # ignorance, /^bout 

Tfcvfi / (yY\ 

vte±eh a small man with Ii&a- enormous ego might wefci well deceive himself, hie compul- 

/i/ /ftijtix Iuq 

sitfc need to make little of others, a,needT"f <rr . whiohJia-Ja ad: the (lack of normal morals, 
Jh^Lo ci y ^ 

othics and principle J c a rf -e a gily do c o i ve hims e If * came to believe that what 

_ \ju * 

in his own t# twisted mind he to be real actually was real. At the same time, there 

also is no doubt that when he makes statenfte^ for which he has no sources he knew he was 
U^Uif ,/vc UmU<{ m i!# 4'* if'dT V\. 

^ayinT') wH at is not true, a& i4 also knew it was what he wanted to be true, whether or & 
not it was* Usually it was not* 

fQne does not have to be a H&rtogs to understand Posner, the assassin of truth* 

He began with that intent and he did not once abandon it* His book is the everlasting 
proof of it* 

a/ 1 

There is/^ inevitably', ample legitimate criticisms that can be made of all those 

Ifrui*- Usrfk do _Hd£ t afWL 

who, knowin. ; bet ter, and knowing tliat it is a lie, luripjf' together as ’conspiracy critics" 

OuyiJU _om 4 

or as "buffs," for all tho world as though wa all agBe,~3*LL iiavc the same appiJoacft,'^ 

think, work and write alike* Where he criticizes those who deserve cfiticism, often he 

r 

is unaware of tho more serious\riticisms that are justifiec^aatTTnakes unfair or dishonest 
crticisms. These are not always from his ignorance from his dependance upon his ex 


sources rather than his ov/n work, hi3 own pretended scholarship* 
Hr 


£is criticiism of me,' for Sample, are 


and without 


factual basis, ^his doe*; not mean tliat there are noA justified and legitinate criticism^ 

1\MJ L cuil , . 3 Mjf 

of mm'Srt doe^mean tliat he was too ignornt to make them. ItWifin led him, with the reali- 


zation "ilia t "hirr ^ ri ticisa- of- wiiat~3L.wro.te , hardly f\ 

to be j nrip ee nt -a nd r- di sh ^ nQ«t-w itii ai ^ iTT^i cv^cy~^’Jhe i i Ti~@eu~thg-trut 


i- write, 


a oncth e iu so , lacicmg the knowltldgu ±o r lual cri t icism, l e d - lu.ui Lu it klttXgfes ' l&xj.acfc • irf - 




ilia flagging need to do that however, when he lacked both the knowledge and any factual 
basis for it, enticed him into an idecent and dishonest irrelev&cy he 

contorted into intended insult he knew to be a deliberate misrepresentation 
when ho contrived it. At no point does he reflect any knowledge or understanding of ny 

^ ll ° PrGtend t0 ** the read6r aWare anything 

/about it other thar^^rLol esentations of it. Lacking the knowledge for real ntte 
criticism, he gave free rein to his lack of 




i a 


It is the mark of the man made by the man himself. 


nio rnteT^tkLea , principle^ o^conmion decency. 

He is a man who accepted and describe the welcome he got at my home and his unlimited 
access to what he got free from what he wanted of what by r(a^ measure is 


a groat and a costly labor, to that third of a million pages of official records I got 

■N' f ' Q) 

through all that difficult and costly l^dw&^ofnfnore than a decade 4 he had unsppervised 

, M. UraMt-j/ 1 * . 

access to out~ sip cooler so he could copy all of those re c omsdranch of mV uwn wofk that 
he wanted* even hundred and twenty four pages b“v by his wife's own accounting, and 
he then contorted an event in my life of about the time his parents were bom to fabricate 
a slur of it, in the course of it lying to make the slur appear to be more credible? 

What kind of man is t*hi 3 ? 

Can anyone ^escribe him iifimaf words that condemn him and hms purposes more& 

than in this he condemns and describes himself? 

? '// "T* 

®h±s is the real Posner , who is also a thief in it# 

As 1 noted earlier, he used those records he got from me f work that f let him have. 



as his work in his book by simply pretending that it was his own. As I did before 
and do again, I invoke the definition of his own publisher is- unabridged 

dictionary; 

» t. 

"Plagiari sm- l) The appropriation of or imraitatiion of the language, ideas and 
thoughts of another author, and representation of them as oneSs original work; 2 ) 
something ttetx appropriated and presented in this manner •" 

Under "plagiarise" in that same Random House dictmonery it says, "something approp- 

1 

rf&ted and presented in tliis manner from (a work) by plagiarism." 

Ii|tracing the word to its Latin root, this dictionary says it is the equivalent 
of kidnapping. 

Such a man - this little man- sits in judgement on others, on any others? 

Po;>ner does^and throughout this book I have done as he invited, to the degree 
..here at tliis point the cus- 

t omftry= raw#^s ^^ wlwwivu .O dt is not necessary to expose them all. In what follows 1 do 


not. But I do seek toyillustrate their variety and their character along with the ig- 


norance - his ingorrnce - basic to them# 


j. n hir^ firs1^$entence in his "Religious Epvent" chapter he says that at the scene 

of the ciime Ijf^the physical evidence seemed ■ overwhelming* " ^his is false, It represents 

a 'Mi ^ 


the thinking jand the M \/ritingS^-an experienced investigator , not^onc familiar with 
actual evidence and proofs of a crime and of guilt in it* There werg, to any competent 
police* ahaiysisn'an^ observation and analysis, many too mai^ r q/estions about the shooting 

abotf 

and even avput-any shooting SS* from that si&th- floor tflndow^j ic refers "srurpe^fl. 

n V 

The actualities of that “physical evidence" are overwhelmingly tliat it was left 

/ 

to be found, to give the actual assassins "lead/ time" for their escape* x t is only the 
misrepresentations of that evidence, sTfirst by officialdom and then by officialdom's 
sycophants, of whom Posner is the most recent, that make it seem to be "overwhelming*" 

Of the available official proofs of this truth, one need only examined the complete bank- 
ruptch of the FBI in its five-volume report ordered by the President before he appointed 


Ms commission, to see that rather than proof its depdends upon and is, 2 Doi±txin its first 

* ' TTu* 

or text volume, no more than an uninhibited diatr/.ibe against Oswald. is apparent ih jem 

from the- mere two scaiity reft^hces "tbTthe shooting alone /Reprinted in facsimile in 
(£age 125) — v 

Uhitcv/ash . /tho evodence, the actual ebiaence,\as such tliat the FBI did not and could not 

V 

account for all the shooting! It does not even account for all the wounds? 

Posner has no source for what I quite from Ms first sentence* ^hia is because there 
none possible* It simply is not true* 


is 


u e has no source on Ms next page (405) for Ms statement that in coercing Warren 

to head Ms Commission ^ohnson "to/d him how many millions of people would be killed in 
a, , , -h-ht 

an atxrnic war\"i/hc did not* That comes from my 1974 book, WMtewash IV . from the facsimile 
reproduction on page 24 of a staff memo''ii*fi& "for the ^aS^record" of Warren telling 
tMs to Ms staff at Ms $Bxt first meeting with it# PosneiWoided direct quotation to 
Mde Ms tb«fc ale 4s /appropriating the work of another an^) representing it as 

M u 

Ms work* besides, here and elseowhere he without sourcing to it he uses my work,, 
would not make picayune criticisms of it look very good he *r had been honest 

oyv tvOn 

and had r reMto e Ms source, would -it? 


543 


Posner says (on Page^ 406) that besides the Commission's fourteen lawyers "T here 


were also twelve investigators." & False I iith the grossest ignonancir7^ 'the the 

Commission relations with the FBI, startlingly false! . 

^ ~fU/Cw^ A 

On the vert^ first page of printed matter in the K eport ,^t h ey - a re listep as what they 

were, "staff members." They were junior lawyers, as Posneijhimself was as least that 

juniotfC if not more so, in his very brief career as a ,r VJaU Street layer"/he and his pub- 






lisher boast abouty without indicating its brevity of its nature^\wliat 
TMfA 


“paralegals 

\ did when firms and their clients v/ere confronted with massive discovery materials too 

voluminous for the lawyers on the case to begin to be able to handle or master* 

There wa 3 a timo early in the Commis. ion's life, as this self-exaltsrfing xjaiHxamaa 

sub gcofr - qatt e r ignoramus could not have helped knowing if he had done any real, original 

work on tht oct-mat ter liinol^i* , therf r-yate some consideration of having. its 

woa^inve^ tigators, Dulles lcnktfd that to Jr the PdT.MnH ffcW ng 

t (rr>^u »ir t- 

ea^hquako-ef'~^he kmcf that 1 1 f; r^>ri P H : hnthing nn pix± 

nf m a hli C ^ntenti pn f linw^g-iinmrpy » ^ nvm* - 4ibn . t nr»fri on ., ■ Q T uteri 

itr oc-o nce a n d f ur t t H t i me * • 

Posner writer, that the ^Commission's legal staff is unjustly criticzed by those 
who allege^ that the Comndssiob^/f avored witnesses and oe documents that: supported its 
early conclusion that Oswald alone Kr±±±E±3Eixtse killed the PreelTident*" (Page 407) 

Of this he says, "this view underestimates the independence of the legal staff." This 
i£ fiction# had no ^/dependence at ali of any kindi They were under Rankin's al- 

vA4>ys extraordinarily tight control* That could not call or interview a witness b£ on 
their ov.-n, for, sample, and they could not and did not write m any queslions about the 
Commission's conclusions when they, os they actually did, wrote that ^port* 

Ho ; much independence did LLiebeler have '..'hen he tCek thaijPBI report on what Loran 
Hall told it r AJsswT~ to Rankin, as we sa w earlier. 

It is gross ignorance, gross dishonesty of both to say that the lawyers had any 


real independence at all 


Of all that Posner, hed he an^jlionest thoughts at any time, could havej“aid about 
what actually transpired at the Commission's executive session oaf January 21, 1964, 
he could hardl^havc ; elected a less imp&tant one tiia hi the opinion that the .assassina- 
tion ought not be discussed during the coining political campaign# Why neither he nor 
anyone else ever stated in any meaningful way# 

That transcript I and I alone got through FOUA and of all the books, my Pifast 

cUio /h ^t 

Iiortcm alone prints it in facsimile • 475ff) 

He does not repor ' how ("Hie members confessed their f*zar of the FBI J of the FBI having 

already limitediiwhat they do before the^ij held their firs# hearing/ that it 

had alrejady concluded, as the Conmsission therefore would have to concluded and did, 

that there had been no conspiracy when, obviously, the FBI had not yet run those 

leads oat# They finally decided to destroy that transcript and to suspend having the 

co urt r porter take any more verbatim down# They even confessed their determination to 

say tha'. there liad not been any conspiracy - before they held their first hearing. And 

they summed up the FBI’s attitude toward it by saying they told us* we should fold our 

tents and go lime, they liave already done the jo^i and there is nothing for us to do# 

None of this is urrth Posner* d troublig .his readers - o± the possibility of his 

\/ 

having a book at all with. 

But this time he does have a source# What is it? ’’Commission meeting of January 21 , 
1964#” ^t wa3 not even a ‘‘meeting. 11 ^t aas a formal Executive session. 

And, knowing the only source, he pretend o t citing it^ that it comes from his own 

work. 


Ever ignorant and ever omniscient, as usual, without any ^ sourf e , at the bottom^ 
of tliis page Posner writes, 11 J. Edgar hoover was convinced v/ithin flays of the 
assassination that Oswald alone TSf had killed Kennedy." If Posner line made any real usfe 
of what £ gave him unrestricted access to rather than lookin for what he could misues 
for his own preconceptions, (ie if he had looked through that folder I showed him on my 
desk, of records 1 keep there to be able to give straggers to the subject, as Posner as 
assuredly remains after all his work on his book, to give them a feel for the realities, 


he would have known tliat in Dover's interview by William Manchester for his book 

supposedly on the assassi.iation, beginning at"10:iyk.H. , 6-4-64," such being 
the precision with hich ^cover's every breath was recorded, Hoover basted that he 
knew immediately that the assassination was tint ork of one man only. He also boasted, 
in th vrord: of his note-takek^ Cartha ^eLoach, "that tlie FBI immediately entered the 
csS'T despite non-jurisdiction. l.Tbe copy I cite is Hot Recorded, oJT not the record and 
indexed copy. *t is from the'TST'main FBI headquarters JFK assassination file, 

Section (or volume) 73.) s o it was not "within d-ys" but v/itininM^^ the first day. 


His igno nee, hi the total lack of even high— school debater’s scholarship in his 

work i^Tbel blonided with # his political anti-Kennerdyism in his attack on those who do 
J 

not agree with liim: y , t # 

AUhetime, the (Jommiss.on wanted / ' 
to use the autopsy photos and X rays as the best evidence of how 
the President was shot, but the Kennedy family refused to re- 
lease them. Warren feared that if the Commission had the 
photos, they might be leaked to the press, and as a result he was 
hesitant to pressure Robert Kennedy on the matter. But Howard 
Widens, a staff attorney, had worked for Robert Kennedy and 
persisted to obtain them. In June 1964, RFK allowed only War- 

ren and Rankin to review them, 

Hot a ijord of this is tasye true, and wait until we get to his footnote 


what follows this : ... * 17 . 

— In his memoirs, Warren wrote, 

Tl’Jhey were so horrible that I could riot sleep well for nights.” 

None of the other commissioners or staff ever saw the autopsy 
photographs or X rays, nor did the panel utilize independent fo- 
rensics experts.* Reproduced in the final report are schematic 
drawings of the President s neck and head wounds, but both were 
made by an artist who was unfamiliar with the autopsy and 
never saw the photographs. The artists sketches were based 
upon Drs. Hume and Boswell's original measurements of the 
wounds. 13 Those drawings were mistaken in the placement of 
both entry wounds, and that later developed into a significant 
issue for the conspiracy press. 14 ** ( //^ 

ilrlen Specter, who was in charge of t hi : * area of the Commission 1 s work and of 
’•‘Horn Posner lias be but a single mention in all his 3ix hundred pages, was worried about 
the Commission not having made or had made any real xamination of wliat normally^ but not 
to olie Commission ^is best evidence of homicide, the aut«rpsy's film of both kinds. 




(P 

Oosner's single reference to this A Commission layer who was in charge of the 

taldLng of the medical c . idence and the relevant ballistics and other evidence and in 

charge of that part of th Report in when he refers to Marguerite Oswald, Mee's mother, 

being unliappy afTout the way^w^^uectioned her! (Page 254) Tliat is the real Posner 

"scholarship. " Not a word about Specter's handling of the evidence to which that 

part of his book is supposedly dedicated.* Sit But then their political views are not that 

unalike, if they are at all, and P^oner is nothing if not politically fair and impartial.) 

Specter knew he had his ov/n ass to cover. He did not even suggest that in a 
series of memos the Commission did not publish. Ip them he campaigned for the Com- 


mission to use the pictures and -rays. He even told Rankin in one of thn Irr fn — nf those 
enieintf^that Robert ICennedy had tolu them tlirough th.i ^Secret Service, which then had them, 
tliat the Commission could have^and use whatever it believed it needed. Wasconcemed 
about any improper uses of them. But the Commission's use of them did not Require 
that they be public or published. All parts of the government and both Houses of the Con- 
gress have and use and keep secret a simply enormous volume of records of all kinds. So 

also do the ccTurts. It i3 a fiction tliat if the Commissi on/i^ade any use of that film 

Morte m , 

they would get to be public. The r al reason, as my PosV Hoj^Bg/in particular makes 

clear bui £ was apparent irTjf ray very first book, is because the Commission's 

fe:. 


conclusions cannot survive caref ulfl^unina tion and reporting on this autopsy film. 

Blaming thin on the also-assassinated Robert Kennedy, who cannot make any response, 

represents more than Posner's indulgence of Iris own political prejudices; more than his 

simply^listouiidrlgiiorGnce, dishonesty of both, i'roia what he had in hi^/possession-from 

/✓ 1 1 

rae-he knew this to a vicious, id 'iideaee, the most indecent of lies. It follows. 


The first of Posner's scholarly £he±he±gls source notes (Page 571) is to the least 
scholarly, least impartial mos<f seriousl^Tlawed of rocent writing about the medical 
evidence. It was in severaj)\Jrticles in the Journ al of the American Medical Association, 
begimdng with the issued d dated May 27, 1972, the one he Posner cites. That and sub- 
sequent L jA,A stories ahertlie simple, unpeg- unscholarly, unprofessional approach! tliat 


because the autopsy pro&ctor.^ s. dd/'in 1964 'they were right, come hell or high eater 






they ar .* right in ^ 1992 and they arc right forever. My GHHXHgxbcDbook (feeing prepared 
a* | ui>avf^ Vk*Q> oW, &f 

/jr\ dee publication r is a len^h^/^efinitive^ST^oiiiparisoii betwon tliose JAM articles and 



tlv actual evidence. B *. what does it mean when Posner cites to JAMA's version 

of the autopsy prosectors' Warren Commission testimony rather than to the original 
source, that testimony which we can never recall too often he^stabT says he studied so 
very carefully and even indexed? 

II is source note reads , "Dennis L. ftreo, 'JFK^s Death:The Plain Truth from the MDs 

YJfto Did the Autopsy, Journal of tlio American Medical Association , May 27. 1992, Vol 267, 

Jo. 20, p. 280Q ,, . , All tliis impressive but essentially meaningless and really deception 

citation instead of a citation to their testimony? This i s # scholarsliip? 

Compare this with his very next source note, to those drawings substituted for the 

best evidence of that film, drawings made n$fc 1 from any records of any kind but from the 

Gwd 

recollections of what one of th prosectors believe he remembered - weeE~lateri Aiiaec the 

same point on th^nme page, the nest line, Posner has this," See, e.g. , CE 385, W.C Ml y 

XVI. The date of issue of that JAHA was not enough for him, he had totter all the rest "to 

appear to be so car ful, so definitive, when he was in fact directing readers to an 

unoriginal and at best dubious source, tfut in citing one of those volumes he studiend 

5- 

and indexed, he cannot even give a page number? Not even from his fabled index? If not 

Lu* any / 

from v Whitewash, where they were first published, Without reference to page number? 

. fSfci with that remarkable index he does not even learn that CE385 was not the only 

S y(977)/ 

&«6? That with it on the very same page^of that Volume, is also another of the three, not 
-frta flu i< k » IIiau- bat a second. / 

(one drawing^ h e - l;upw B edlj&^iafl in m-rf d , C A386 . And how with that simply unprecedented 
index and his unequalled scholarship di/lie manage not to know about fteS^thlrd of that 


(M 


series of three, CE 388, on page 984? 

How he managed this, indeed that he managed it tell au more about that supposed index 
and liis vaunted/ schoiarhsip. 

In tho l essoi r - Foon c r gives u s i ruauth entic scholarship, in diligent diggewl - ^Tu se ek 
nil re por lrgfciBju^^ , as-he-does-ii~wi tt?-vieiou' po l i t j^a±~T 0utg tatOPLv urescundu s , 

/jr 

says that Robert Kennedy denied that autopsy film to the Commission. 





Qf' Let us not 99 return to that footnote ^ mentioned earlier (on page 31 o). This is how it 
r£ads, in fall full: 


• # In 1967, former commissioner John McCloy told CBS News, "I think 
that if there’s one thing that I would do over again, I would insist on those 
photographs and the X rays having been produced before us. In the one re- 
spect, and only one respect there, I think we were perhaps a little oversensi- 
tive to what we understood as the sensitivities of the Kennedy family 
against the production of colored photographs of the body" ("The Warren 
Report," CBS News, Part IV, June 28, 1967). 

What Pocn r does not ^ite and what he hac-he got it from mi\ 4^1 know wh a t 

Jxt 

hw-eatr-threagh- wiiat for otherg-vould bo raj or contortionS^'not to mentfoni to avoid 
any mention oix/- lie even quotes my lawyer instead of me on it » — w o uld haver - led a me n 
n-g r. juror ij ■h-itl.g r.far.ni.r and ■ iniaggrtgcct uith'~ahy- -c ar er fcr-^ath-er-for-M- o own - rRmfoiti on 

/Jit-' U^j Ju K/iVf, fU* ^ flvhjjjl WWAUd't/. 

ua&-any suchHPoo-ta ip Ipr- B ut i n ste ad h t ; -,.roto -ht,. again -carrying for -the, idea (J 

tie /) t 'p 'pf — 


not^j-Q ivzf'-z&y suehpfo 
the-tHms- 


.^g*gr it impossible for the Com- 


mission to have those pictures and **—rays. Aw cays, too, that McCloy in particular 

/ 

regretted that, attributing it to the imagined excuse /) jK produci^r^ 
graplia_of __tl \LxJbo$y 11 - neveI^-havlnr:. , -been a-^onaideratiofl -Qf-. any -J &l ^^ allow 

— t!iLamijiation !» of them , (that the ,! C omuu.se ion was perhaps a little over- 
sensitive to what we understood as the sensitivities of the Kennedy family. " 

The reader can make an indepedent judgement on whether what follows acouounts 
for Posner* s references to the Comrnis ion January 27, 19^4 executive session tsanscript 
without once telling ills rraders that^ nftpr J^VTQlAfj. did get it and the/ publi ohed it, 

I nrblished the entire thing, and it i3 quite long, in facsimile in VfKe^ vWJiitew ash IV, 

1+ ~ ^ r- . 

whiofr lias the subtitle, "TOP SECRET JFK Aasassination TrancriptV bec ause-jja it I also 

•f* ^ 

published in facsimile other pages of teller such formerly "TOP SECRET" transcripts? 

fuityufer 

Remember, Posner lias already ref rred to that of January 21 (-wH: hout telling hi3 reder 

u-u i* ai«M^ _ 

fKow it came to be tliat it is no longer classified (e r tlia t t he ■ O.nu.a.sa o H had -no legal 
r±gh — te-elasaif y ■ anyt hing/' or where they could read it, i nPo3t Mortem . where he got 


“ tliat~i:rauscri|jt»^2«* TT , ion , ] 


'trarrscriptr^fivvr-. *on , page 153 have page 35 of thatxtrx the typescript of that 


transcript. On it, r <>7 ~ u ■n l ^ iii ^ inrijim. ■ ^ ia ciH n p ) McCloy asks: 


lir. ficCloy . JBofc roo aok you about this raw notorial buninoaa 
tLat is have. What dooa it consist of? Dooo it consist of tho raw 
tutorial of the autopsy? They talk about tho colored photographs 
ox f„o president' a body — do wo have tho3o'. 


I used the unequivocal re, ponce < ful' , uel| past where in his answer Rankin 
turned to other matters, as I do hero, to tho bottom of that page. I also include the 
footnote at the bottom of that page^becauae itmfers to the anti-Kennedy propaganda 
that came later, blaming the innocent victims for the faults of the official xnvesti- 
ga ors who never intejied to investigate the crime itself and did not; 

Hr. Rankin. Vos, ifc is port of it, a snail part of it. 


Mr. ticCloy. Ara thoy hero? 

to. nankin. Vss. But wo don't hovo the minutes of the 
autopsy, and wo asked for that bocauso we wanted to see what doctor A 
said about seething while ho woo saying it. to see whether it ia 
supported by tho conclusions in the autopsy and so forth, and than 
ua hava vo2.ur.xa of materiel in which people have purported to have 


• r.V aav 


and nuc ncionts certain things, they aro not sworn. 


tcnnOB, Himldn ia tor* auto.sy picture. This scans th»r« '«s 

ssrs*-- z r.r^.; r - • i- - -*»• - 

, ■> "rTtimtoo" ~ W " T * -Tinted. 


do if 3 , no buts, Mo concerns for tho fac’d sensibilities, no caveats of any 
Uad, HoCloy wan told .ton he asked that ttSTSTCo-iesion did hnreTiBHr in 19# he 
sorry they did not set! Ind they had that film before they had even to 
autopsy proctocol, what Rankin refers to as what did novelist, itte "minutes." 

Can there bo any finer scholarship tba* thisVjj^at the prestigious historian S%epHn 

Stephen Aubrose~ C ^ / "a model of historical research"? 

/ 7v/ 

When it comes to other models of this '/6del rosewrch" it does not take Posner very 
factSrtTIs in the second sentence of the very next paragrap 


long to offer one 


"In rsplic; tins the firing of the Care anno, and figuring trajectory angles, the 
'fh*^ 

Commission used FBI tests -tger had a platform at the incorrect height when compared to 
the sixth floor of the Book depository •" 


His index preprar*d with all tliat great effort and the knov/ledge acquired in per- 

■br \!fy 

b-dndex failed PoGner /again, failed him where the Sylvia Meagher index 
he condemned as political would not have failed him, The stxsri: of Bosner's failures here 


paring t ha t- 


is not having any source for what lie says* n e is also once again either ignorant, dis- 
honest or both because those tests were not by the 1131, were not for " figi r figuring 
trajectories" and they were for timing* That shooting was at the Army's Aberdeen Proving 
Grounds, about*^o~3& miles nrjo^h of Baltimore anxitas o^-the road to * { ew York City f T[hey 
were to determine whether the best shots in the country, all rated as "master” by the 
^(atio ial Hifle Association co~uld duplicate the shooting attrubuted to Oswald* 

dv ! 

Hot one of these best shots ia the nnnn-fr-ry . m n K3n frt th Q q Vmntimr n-ht -rn- 

-a»-?K5sassin, -and 


b ute.l i:o t he m an ahoxBazxnHiicknDMnxtHziiavejj 
95 ^ less comfort to Posner in his new formula, not one missed on the first shot, the 
one he says missed when-he the government , s ays Oswal ft' d^d- tliat shooti ng. 


And hiese were (professional* who practised religiously (not the "religious event" 

(Saner refers to), a necessity with good shooting as it is for the very best of pianists 

' v Npood shooting 

musicians to practise regularly. is a mechanical skill and it is lost easisly 

if not practises regularly* Oswald never had any real experince with rifle and he is not 

known to have fired one since he left the i%rines, //e then is know to have fired a srrgf 

a 

different weapon a totl of only two times. 

d 

I go iAito this at greater length, with all sources, in NEVER AGAIN ! Tne need for 
regular practise to preserve wit firing skill was set for for Posner and others in my 
first book. 

Before those very best of ^experts began to shoot the rifle had been overhauled. 
Thy^latform from which those best experts fired was only half the height of that 
sixth f loot window to make the shooting easier. 


And with all of tiiis best very best shots in the country could not come close to 




duplicating the shooting attrubutod to Oswald. with this in the same published i^r 
recordsTTlfrotn wlicjGi Posner drebd up he good ol 1 boy Zahm, Posner preferred Zabra, v/ho 
sold tluit this was ilaFeasy shooting. W * h nr 'yYlrikJ . 

Or was it to finds tlio Eahms tiiat Posner did his own work in thosg volumes^* 
he fails to cite so often and often canntft cite correctly? 

gngn0ra±3^isg'ninr^ur to^T^Ii ^r • Qoi, , l!■ 1 iosion •y- oon8i B tQnt ■- wi l te h ■ his diaagn»nmn n t abou t 

XX 

gadgingxlBsss: ou be,. not. fudged yourself. essays ,'~"ithOtrt - mnrrt:i< 

i//6- 


Hot missing a page for our convenience is establish igfiz the regularity of his 

departures froYthe straight and narrow path of truth. ^T^ves us more opportunities 

than I use on the -wey very 7te*yy nezt page again. (Page 41 1 ) 

He is correct in saying at the top of the page tiiat three /^embers did not agree 

.let theory tiiat is. India pensible in th ■ Report. In citing Epstein's , 
Ju. *0 fa u ' aM. 4-d~bJ fjci -fa 


s/s/uf 

with the s ag .le-bullet 

*0 fa a '' rtU L 

Inquest as the source fae-4wt- jnl.fr avjg. d e citing my work, v;hioh would have beeaLakaWard 

u* d*UM*t <\i.h*G> A 

fo r hi m -in several wrk, n 


not the least 


L. 


Ivin p.nntrHvpd | j j "|,M I i 1 iPj III 


o£-mcp^0irr3V=4^-iirtting4ii^-raadar...lQiow-what-he Jmev\from Whitewash IV , tiiat Rankin, 
with or without Warren's help or knowledge^ contrived Mt to have w court reported 
present f or *fch Apri-fL^p, 1964 executive session at which this was to have been discussed 
and at v/hich at /^east Russell and Copper wanted to make and leave their record of the 
basic dfe disagreement for history* It as when I put the proof of this in RuseellAs hands 

ry <r- -^*4/ 

that he broke a life-long frienv-Sshi freaaa& ship with byndon Oohnson jCEnat never apoke to 
£,ua4jM aUv 

him again and encouraged my work to disprove the Report for the rest of his life 0 

IIJVER AG AHI ! carrie:’ this forward . ith later records of thir basic disagreement by 
both Russell and Cooper, with the statement Ruseell^. had prepared that he^s dejjned the 
opportunity to have, as was hjs .right, in the Commission 1 last of those TOP SECRET 

TTwrv* Ifa iAaAM ia h> 

executive sessions# ~a nd wit h -Rugen Il&s"Tjnd or ww c n tfa) f my work, ji^as not an everyday 
efcent for a raembeiAof a pPresidontial u omi:dssion to endorse the work of one who dis- 
agrees with it, but the$ Russell was not a Posner. Pmrr^n is hattaiL* he 

beg^veer* 

If Posndr were to be judged as lie next judges the Commission (Page 411 ) he would 


352A 


(Russell also told me, "I fooled ol' Lyndon. I led the fight against the civil 
lights bill and attend fewer Commission hearings. ^ 

Ru;0ell also told me that in tellung Warren he would not sign the Report with the 
ingle-bullet theory in it, Warren could still publish it on time. "I told him to just 
put a little ol' footnote in it saying ^Senator Russell dissents J* B u t Warren wanted 
unanyiiiity . " ) 


\ 




have had no book. lL e wrfctes, "Few of the witnesses who contradicted the official 

version of the events testified before the Cominisrdon." This is, as we have seen, the 

yj tpt* 

practise fro/whic n Posner himself doeynot (deviate. 

i n his next observation, of the poor attendance of Commission members when testn- 

KfA fk^- ft.' . 

rnony was taken, hi3 one attributed t-e^niany statements again to Epstein# In hie 
version, with, all ^"indications it is from ignorance of those^Tvolumes he labored 
over so long and then indexed* Bgsner that , the one element of liis discussion that 
he does attribute, "Only three of the seven commissioners heard more than half of the 
testimony. "(Page 422.) 

T his , is_ false . 

Not a single member hoard i(3ything like lialf of the testimony y_Ho3t by far was in 

depositions at uliich no Member was present. The half of the testimony Epstein referred 

to was the smaller fraction of the testimony, that in Washington ami at which as little 

-;p jt-M'l /At 1 Uj&Uflto’ Vy ( 

as a single Member was present^he-4iea9?-sr-<.i^ticlpate lt1 

In fairness to Russell, who did have the poorest attendance record, his reason for 
it should liavc been stated. I t was no seddret. Russell told me and 1 published it. 

He believed that Johnson^ reason for appointing him to the Commission over his 

; jftoon/thi* 


i 'i < strong objections had nothing to do ^ 


oar that ‘ 


this alleged non - 


tj 

conspiracy assassination coiild come a war in uliich forty million co/Lld be incinderated, 
as I brought to light and Posner attributes to another source. *t is because he believed 
tiiat Johnson wanted to keep him from lading the fight in the Senate against the < civil 
rigfTts bill in that session. 3 

As he resumes ;ith his previously-cited, biased and unjstified Criticism of Sylvia 


Ff .agher and her index, which was not slanted the way Posner wanted it to be slanted and 
very obviously slanted his own —if any — Posner states a basic misunderstand of the 
purpose of criticism and the obligations of those who criticizes 11 None of these early 
critics created a cogent alternative to compare to the one set forth on fiewald acting 
jf. alone. "(Page 413^) 

As Posner should have lcar^nd in law school, whichever of those he said he went to 


is correct - and as ox the time Ivritc ti is he has a public record of sh±s^x±hx±xhx 

graduating from two -he should have learned that for one to prove innocence it is not 

necessary to solve a crime but to prove that guilt wa3 not proven beyond reasonable 

doubt. , 

sancL-th osg v.ith whom I do not agree 

Those ^osner criticises, including me/ practised traditional American belief 


in our criticism of the official findings. 

^ b a sic ond_J) 

ft is P Q sner who abandons ^lii^tradi^onal Americanism, tliis tiadition of the 


criticism ^ssential to a viable democratic society. 

In this forthright and sueeint statement of his ovm belief Posner puts himself 
squarely and solidly as believing in whj/t is anathema to all American concepts, as 
a believer in authoritarianism. 

Is it not to wonder hov; carefully that eminent historian Ambrose and those 
others who provided Ponner with those glowing pre-publication, dust-cover endr osement , 
read his book when they endorsed this belief .so strongly in what they said of the book! 


How many accursed would even h'-.iee i could free themselves only by 
doing what the government had failed to do, solve thcWime of which they are^ccused. 

This is Wall Stret fia wyer Pm^er - Posner 1 s here-stated belief. 

Ignorant and resplendent still is his o Source "model of historical research 11 
Posner begins and ends page Page 420 with his demonstrations of it, particularly the 
a value of having no sources at all for what one writes and for which one is so glowingly 
enresrsed. is ignorant even of the history of the Freedom of informatiin Act^ndTat 


the bop of the page^ £and at the bottom of that page, imwilling, as usual, to cite me 
when I am the sou ce, he misstates still again. 7F At the top, 

"On J u li 4, 1967, Lyndon Johnson signed into law the Freedom of Information and 
Privacy Act (FOIA)." 

This justifies wondeg a£out whether PosnaTr went to either law school. 

v fWfa en Posner was fn*iaw school 

In 1 967/ there wa3 no privacy act. that came years latter. ^4nd July 4, 1967, 

was not the day J ohnson signed the lav/ /"'passed by the Cdrfigress^fflnonthG earlier > U/Ltsh 

U u- ^yy . (4P 

it v/as en/acted signed it. July 4 is the day specified in the legislation for the 

’ ' r 


Freedom of Information Act only to become (£he lav; of the land* It and the Privacy 
Act arc two separate pieces of legislation and two separate laws* 

5*r Simple error^<^lmpl^ demjhi3t ration of ignorance of the laws, the supposed 

, /\^Whjh) 

expertise of lawyers* a g whioh - CT m-W- nl 1 Sfro ... 4^ TrrT7y ^ Posneiy missA-catatc the 

[kit Ur<t* ^ 

oitlginal FOlA^n^ffective July 4,1967, by writing that it opened to FOIA access all 
government files, "even Including those maintained by the FBI, CIA and other 
sensitive organisations*” 

\ amending^ 

■4 was not until the 1 974 su^mdifig of FOIA that the records of those agencies were 
as a matter of law within FOIA requests* Tha need for the articular amendment that 


opend those records to FOIA access was in the d 
•/ 


, referred to as the legislative 


his treM history, airtibuted to one of uy earliest FOIA lawsuits, my first for the results 

of the FBI*s scientific testing. It was Senator Edward Kennedy(who saw to it ( gerspr)Al 'l y 

the the legislative history would be clear on thi. and cited my lav/suit in doing that# 

, A 

/ Congression a Pecord, Page S9356, Iiay 30, 1974)# 

This afao q, 

While j=it is not exactly an e^ery^day event j that a private citisen, by what Judge 

* n 

Cerhad u esell in the federal district court for the District of Columbma was Later to 

refer to J »/unusal ^"persistence" « -hr.,; -r.-^ri in+h h n nH>^ P l pn a nH 

(Uashington Post , January 17, 1978), proves, in Andy Jackson 1 s words , that one 

..Posner's ignorance j 

determined man can become a majority , I do not attribut^teU^lT^Iii failings of ±k 

whichever of those law scholls, separated as they are by the width of the continej^P 

Pesafir=*^ent to# Nor do I believe it fair to atttibute this to Wall Street practise of 

the law. It is merely the real P - sb ei ar being the real Posner# 

o u 


cruipt get out of that single paragroAh before again flaunting his lawyer's ignoyice 

of that lav/. e ays its only exemptions were "under privacy and ecurity exemptions#" 

Security, what i£ proffered to as "national security," is the first of the NaApts seven 

exemptions# Privacy with v/hlefctr tho second exemption and is one of the seven different 

Exemptions of the ebenth exemption* There are those other six of this last of those 
stated— with letters of -.he apnabet^q 

seven exemptions^ / and There are theother five exemptions, eac ^ assigned a number tliat 


vO^r xJA-o 

exist deonite tho W all Str ee t -lo w interpretation tliat they do not exist, 

'■ — m 


tv*Ml 

3 giving fflfc 


ffot averse to covering up (for the FBI and ^averse to giving raff credit for anything 

* — > 

at all t-my 4 . 4^ has no difficulty giving my lawyer 

exclusive credit for whatttf did in FOIA lawsuits against the FBI- and In selecting from 

jfc* 0 4 

what Jim Lesar told him jmat as Posner uses (ft does cover the FBI's ass^aad has ne only 

a bystander in tliose lawsuits in which I accomplished what I did by the unusual means of 

i i/fc 4 fk *+ - . 

static everything under oath rather then in la yers' peadlings^thus ttxfyxnx 

c^KLlenging prosecution of ~rayelef rayself-in litigation against that prosecutor- if I 

misstated anything. Thus Posner manages to say wliat is not in any sense true, that it was 

orTly that "the FBI hated" EOIA that cause/ It to keep so muchaBcret. The FBI ddxlTKate T 

-vUm/(o^V ‘f/ _____ A 

.’OIA but it was tho reason for tliat hatlred^axposing the FBI '3 f e lw s, errqfi and mixisimt- 

.X) yuM- Cau/uJ LQuj & 


FOIA 

■jm ** ' uj i' 

' misconduct /-ii^Wae The Ffil's intense desire to suppress what could embarrass it , that 


» oiio±e - tont with hi s- p u eril e ^ritioims 


led to it^Algorovis and determined oppositionox to my lawsuits. 

oM/\ /r^yf fa vi f _ 

In his nnriln-n irrin:; fit cl attribute tu u Ilium, e oris ± * 

, KlrJr . — , _ . 

of my -i -fti- 1 * n j j-i h i - -str.,4 ni iyn n i — , l t— ~rrrTri linnrmi rrl i rnr ^r n n i r' h°lp p rP , he 

attributes tlie coming to light and* the access to a special FBI JFK saassination index 




to "researchers' 1 in his footn^be. It v/as ^S®cTIiese unnamed Xesearchers" who "discovered 
Athe existence of" that index. TlieyfWTje e e d according tU-O^Posner , n?t If "discovered" it 
in my suit /."for the Dallas field office files, 11 /(That tauit was not for all those 

^allas office files. It was limited to those relating to the JFK assassination.) 

Poq/ier, so glib in this no*t infrequently unjustified or just plain rroneous 
criticsm of others , spent three days with me ^ with Iris wife -whn .in.nlsn hi s-resarch 
ass tant,.. Never once did he discuss this matter or anything relating to it with me. 

While it is important only as a measure of Posner and of his writing, the fact is tliat 
I alone made tliat "discovery" and it w as not in the lawsuit Posner says it was. It was 
from the knowledge I obtained of how tho FBI w<$ks through all those lav/suits and it 
was not only in an entirely different and entirely unrelated lawsuit, if was >f t not even 


from the files of the Dellas office. &a£££X ift That alwssuit v?as C.A. 78-0322. 1% was not 
riled until 1978, In a “King assassination lawsuit, C.A. 75-1996, .hejih was filed in 
1 975 , tliat I was able to determine, through records originating in the ^FBI's 


v/hat later enabled me to that the Dallas FBI had that special index the existence 


of wliich it had already denied under oath# 

Posner, model of historical research Ambrose says he is, nisuses v/hat he says 

Lessrr as> 3aid to make it appear tliat tli-; FBI has nc/J? retrieval system, that save for this 

serial iddex it liad to read documents page by page to detennine whether they were 
^ / (W hid- 

with/any FOIA request# In fact the FBI had^the most elaborate of indexes, overflowing 

with "see" or cros^s-referonce cd^s# 

M 

Uett special Dallas index had no entry not already in the general xtinad index of 
that office. Thick's pc cial index had a special purpose the FBI did not want reflected 
at its headquarters. Because of the FBI's bureaucratic structure, with cases having 
"offi es of origin" through which records are funnelled ti? headv/uarters , Dallas made 

n 

th±3 special index for the very special purpose of permitting FEIHQ, to know that it had 
made available ‘to the Commission# Control is the name of the FBI f o game and this index 
was a means of that control in letting tho FBI know what it had- on d had not -prsc sepbR 
provided to the Commis-Sion. 

All the information in it existed separately in the verijf. large gene^l indexes to 
all the Dallas FBI files. The FBI needed only t4e existin' and virtually all-incjaisive 




sfpecial 


index, which 


gen er al index to retrieve all its JFK assassination records# Thi 
did not include "nil,” served only the one purpose stated above. 

) A ^ 

Respite what model resear cher/lawyer Posner says# 

As he continues to allocate all government opposition to any disclosure of informa- 
tion only to obduracy and to Opposition to the^ct itself, Posner is specific in saying 
the the government had nothing 11 to hide" in my suit for the records relating to the FBPs 

^ h 

JFlv assassination testing. A^igian, having spent three days here, wxch means with ample 

opportunity to ask me, he again misues what he says my layer kesar said, (page 421 () In 

\j jztll ^ 

this Ppsner ^ again covers up for the FBI and for the Commission# 

curbstone 

This is one of the points where Posner amrli te that the Dallas cuhrjna»e of that 
missed shot v/as "shipped," as the curbstone \ ~~dug up and in the National Srchives is 

*. “e also says tliat th# Conmission got from the FBI "the results" of its "apetrographic 


no; 


What we saw earlier relating to the Fiji’s tes ing of the curbstone when it knew 
it wfe was testing a patch and not the impact of the bullet that caused the i&d mechani- 
cal damage to the curbstone makes credible t e FBI f s claim not to have put a comprehen- 
4t A^uMo 4 i, 

sivo import on all its testing^ in comprehensible form^: it could not have done that and 
A 

still maintained that there had been no conspiracy, that there had been a lone assassin. 

and to see that tliis could not be done in th future, it consigned tliat thxni'f^^ 
filmed record of that test to history's memory hole with the most ridiculous of ex- 
planations, that this as to "save space." 

legitimate 

Y/ihjtout secret hearings v/hero there was no/need for them to be secret this kind of 
horrible i:aud could never have been perpetrated. 

The point I have been iiiaicLng about Posner's attribution of my work to others is to 
not that he treated me badly. That bothers me little. The real p&int is tliat in all he 
does he covers up wliat he claiinos to be exposin and that this includes covering up 
for those who i failed us and th mselves. he does it i3 not central. Tha t he saae 
does it is. Here h* we see how he docs it. Any personal reasons he lias are irrelevant. 
The foregoing shows wliat he did and how he did it. 
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% itself this tell us whaljldjid of lawyer Posne^^e^ he stidied evidence in 
law school. It tells us what kind of nan lie is. and what kind of writer. It is another 
of Posner's self -descriptions. 


, , yS/ 

tenting." Stiil. again co vring up for th FBI, P Q 3nei iiys that I sued only for "the 

*/l n h 

underlying data#' 1 I suqfed for those esults that the Cominis ion never did get. In that 


ajLwsuit , ^ee^T incredible aS it may seem, impossible to believe as it is, the^ FBI swore 
that it had never put those "results" together or dmde any^such report on them. 

. i ± 

( What n hmrg «bo u tfftlT . nrrfr ii I 'v r ■ f l ! M 1 rm a The FBI could nwver have 

put t^g et trr f rn m-4-to vr fin r e cords t l m + * T A ? f ' and have still insisted that there 

warr any lane ’ assassin j - U s ual d or others. 

aW 

If Pooher had not so often find so pointedly boa3t/6f his need to make that close 
personal study of the Commission's evidence, including from the FBI, with that urgent 
need for him to make his own 12&X of it, something he /^jozs t **^ab out afte^r his book was 


out a 3 it might seem to be an unfair question to a3k whs.t^SSdxrf kind 

jJy , aU 

of lawyer 4p/is who cannot distinguish be toe n incompetent, hearsay testimony? and the 

* - - ^ 


carefully tabulted statement of tlxe^esults of scicntitif? testing, put on paper and 
explained on paper, u ^ ^ *1 

If in that gr ;at stud£ and indc;dLn^ of his Posner did not find any such prepared 
and on-paper statement &f results, as he would not have if he had sought it, he certainly, 
even if ho had not taken a single ccfse to court ^hen he*liad what he described to the 

T ubim y 

Cfe fcng o- ^ *i bune (of October 3, 1^93 ) as his own lav/ firm for too years after his ms 


too years^tifcLy as something a little /fcless tha t being a "Wall Street lawyer," he 

cjstf aAr»/v| 

abi.1 1 t^tp^peroeaye that tlie Commission hadf only hearsay testimony and had not a single 
reference in all its testimony to the FKL^ preparation of any statement of j^"r suits" 
of the scientific testing P 0 sner refers to.(Cn page 421.) 

While it is true, as Paoner states, that "tije FBI steadfastly refused t- give 

the underlying data," it is not true, as Posner represents, that this "under- 
lying data is all that it "refused to f give " me, It also is not true, as he says next, 
that thin was from "obstinacy" only. What I 3tate above with regard to the curbstone 
testing alone makes this apparent. The FBI was determined to witlihold f ac^y/evdience , and 
it did precisely that-with the Commiss on and ultimately to a lesser degree with me. Here 
"ultimately" moans over more than the decade Posner refers to, from the time of my first 
request for it in 1966 through the last court proceeding, in 1981* 


Weisbjfbr 




' cy 

That a lawyer lias no rucsitfcun abxiit the FBI 1 s failu vc s t/ ever L'tare ^these testing 
11 result 3" in any document* that includes all the testing and all the meaning dervived 

1 V 

fcjra that t -sting is that lawyer 3 own statement of his competence, his honest / his 
intelligence and his knowldge of the law and the work/upon hiweh is supposedly is en- 


n - thin wor k# 

Pttnser does not even knou^/that in so important an investigation the FBI pever 
prepared any such tiling ana^ awroto in th ere federal coursjb that it had not* 


i’liis is its obI* reflection of wh t is a "model of historical research*" 

This is, I think, too, eJlb ugh time to devote to what Posher seeks to denigrate and 
ridicule as "A ^pligious Event" to those who did not agree with the Warren Report and 
said so* 

Posner is a man, a scholar, a Iw eyer, a researcher and writer who cannot disting- 
uish between wliat if is woriity of ridicule and wliat is an expression of patriotism, 

- 9 ^^ Jr L^L .... 

by even tho e who are misfewwL in it • h nn r^rgrnily - "- a citizen's 


effort to correct gefe governmental error or failings* 

That, not matter how wring tliey were in wliat they said, how they said it, what 

#• 

the sought or used as the basis for^aying it or in any of the many jfoher things those 
Posner 

hs incorrectly lumps together as of one mind as "conspiracy kkAxk critics" did, said or 
wrote, i£ twliat all tided to do, exercise the responsibilities of citizenship in a 
country like ours. 

On the other hand, Posner devotes his book tb Ms effort, r- gardless of turh; fact, 
evidence, ip^oof "w'or any other consideration to Covering up for and justifying the 
government, ^Ibeit with a few feathers o a f t er near the government wrist* 

In Ms c udgement s of them he asks that he be judged* 

tie is* 


